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advance the latter. Nor can we be satisfied with the clumsy way
in which sometimes those who cannot defend the larger propo-
sition put their case. They seem to be obsessed with the concrete
case of the thirty millions of India, stated by'the late Sir
William Wilson Hunter, to be living on one meal a day. They
say that before we can think or talk of their moral welfare, we
must satisfy their daily wants. With these, they say, material
progress spells moral progress. And then is taken a sudden
jump; what is true of thirty millions is true of the universe.
They forget that hard cases make bad law. I need hardly say to
you how ludicrously absurd this deduction would be. No one
has ever suggested that grinding pauperism can lead to any-
thing else than moral degradation. Every human being has a
right to live and therefore to find the wherewithal to feed him-
self and where necessary to clothe and house himself. But for
this very simple performance we need no assistance from eco-
nomists or their laws.
' Take no thought for the morrow' is an injunction which
finds an echo in almost all the religious scriptures of the world.
In well-ordered society the securing of one's livelihood should
be and is found to be the easiest thing in the world. Indeed, the
test of orderliness in a country is not the number of millionaires
it owns, but the absence of starvation among its masses. The
only statement that has to be examined is, whether it can be
laid down as a law of universal application that material
advancement means moral progress.
Now let us take a few illustrations. Rome suffered a moral
fall when it attained high material affluence. So did Egypt and
so perhaps most countries of which we have any historical
record. The descendants and kinsmen of the royal and divine
Krishna too fell when they were rolling in riches. We do not
deny to the Rockfellers and the Carnegies possession of an
ordinary measure of morality but we gladly judge them indul-
gently. I mean that we do not even expect them to satisfy the
highest standard of morality. With them material gain has .not
necessarily meant moral gain. In South Africa, where I had
the privilege of associating with thousands of our countrymen
on most intimate terms, I observed almost invariably that the
greater the possession of riches, the greater was their moral
turpitude. Our rich men, to say the least, did not advance the